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This is a petition to the Director of the USPTO regarding the Examiner's holding that the 
appeal brief filed on Sept. 9, 2005, in this matter is defective for failure to comply with one or 
more provisions of 37 CFR 41.37, to wit, that the appeal brief "does not contain a concise 
explanation of the claimed subject matter and also does not identify the corresponding structure 
supporting the means plus function elements of the claims" and referencing 37 CFR 41.37(c)(v). 

Appellant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner holding of noncompliance, and 
requests that such holding be vacated. 

A concise explanation of the claimed subject matter has been presented. In MPEP 
Section 1206 under Appeal Brief Content (page 1200-10, col. 1, first complete paragraph), it is 
stated that as to the required concise explanation of the invention defined in the claims, it "is 
required to refer to the specification by page and line number" and "it is preferable to read the 
appealed claims on the specification." Appellant has done just that, dividing each claim into 
sections and referencing in lateral juxtaposition the page and line numbers in the specification 
that explain each particular segment. 
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Thomas C. Saitta 



As to the Examiner's holding of Appellant not identifying the corresponding structure 
supporting the means plus function elements of the claims, Appellant again submits that this has 
been done in acceptable manner, to wit, the means plus function language of the claims has been 
identified and delineated by division of each claim into segments, and the corresponding 
structure supporting each means plus function segment has been provided in lateral juxtaposition 
with reference to specification page and line number. 

It is respectfully requested that the Examiner's holding of noncompliance be vacated and 
the appeal process be allowed to proceed. 
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